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AGENDA 
Historic Landmarks Commission Meeting 
Thursday, February 14, 2019 
9:00 a.m. 


Call to Order: Chairman 


. Roll Call 


. Approval of the Minutes 


New Business 


1. Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HLC2019-00001, submitted by Gerry 
L. Jones, applicant, on behalf of the City of Suffolk, property owner, for demolition 
of a commercial building and associated site improvements on property located at 108 
Commerce Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, 
Parcels 239, 240, 241*241A, 242, and 243, zoned CBD, Central Business District and 
HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District. 


Old Business 

Staff Reports 

1. Enforcement Updates 
a. Property Maintenance Official 
b. Zoning 


2. Administrative Approvals 


Adjournment 


MINUTES 
HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 
November 8, 2018 
9:00 A.M. 


The regular meeting of the Historic Landmarks Commission was held on Thursday, November 8, 2018, 
at 9:00 a.m. in the Council Chambers of Suffolk City Hall, 442 W. Washington Street, Suffolk, Virginia, 
with the following persons present: 


MEMBERS PRESENT: STAFF: 

Susan Coley Claire Jones, Secretary 

Mary Austin Darden Karla Carter, Assistant City Attorney 
Merritt Draper Kevin Wyne, Principal Planner 
Larry Riddick Grace Heagy, Planner I 

Oliver Hobbs Connie Blair, Planning Technician 
Edward King 


Vivian Turner 


The meeting was called to order by Chairman Hobbs. The roll was called by Ms. Jones and the 
Chairman was informed that a quorum was present. 


APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES: The minutes of the previous meeting were approved as presented. 
NEW BUSINESS: 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HILC2018-00025, submitted by Amos and Rosemary 
Riddick, property owners, to construct a rear addition and screened porch on property located at 
230 Pinner Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G19, Block (A), Parcel 21, 
Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned RM, Residential Medium Density, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. 


The first public hearing item was introduced by Chairman Hobbs, followed by a staff report from Grace 
Heagy, Planner I. Ms. Heagy stated the application is a request to construct a single story frame addition 
and screened porch at the rear of a contributing residence in the Historic Conservation Overlay District. 
The subject property is located at 230 Pinner Street, which is at the edge of both the original 1987 
National Register District and the Historic Conservation Overlay District. Ms. Heagy noted the 200 
block of Pinner Street was part of John Franklin Pinner’s “New Town,” which expanded to the north of 
Bank Street sometime after 1877. The block includes wide landscaped spaces between larger high style 
houses on the west side and a number of medium-sized and a few more modest sized houses on the east 
side. Architectural styles represented include Queen Anne, Colonial Revival, Tudor Revival, and 
Vernacular. Overall, this section of Pinner Street is largely intact and retains a strongly cohesive historic 
impression. 


Ms. Heagy stated the subject property features a contributing structure constructed around 1900. It is a 
symmetrical 2-story, 3-bay Vernacular frame dwelling with a center gable, standing seam metal roof, 


and Italianate cornice. While located among more affluent stylistic dwellings, including the original 
Pinner house directly across the street, this house is noted to be similar in design to the working-class 
structures on Holladay and Pine Streets. The front of the house mostly retains its historic appearance, 
with the exception of the full-width porch expansion approved in 2004. At the back of the property, 
there have been previous changes and additions which are primarily rear facing and not visible from the 
street. 


In June 2017, the property was damaged by fire and a previously existing covered porch was destroyed 
as a result. Ms. Heagy stated the applicant is requesting to construct a single story frame addition and 
screened porch at the rear of the existing structure in the same location as the covered porch that was 
destroyed. Because the existing structure and the previously existing porch are non-conforming in regard 
to their required setback and impervious surface ratio, any new construction will not be permitted to 
exceed the previous footprint. The specific location will be verified by zoning review prior to 
construction and is not under consideration today. 


Ms. Heagy explained that the proposed addition and porch extend from the portion of the rear elevation 
where the porch previously existed. The roof will be continuous between the addition and the porch, 
with a vinyl sided gable end proposed above the porch at the rear. The form and directional expression 
of the proposed addition and porch follow the original structure, and the gable roof is compatible with 
the existing roof. As a whole, the addition and porch are appropriate in scale and will be set back 
approximately 6.7 feet from the property line behind the main structure, which will reduce their visual 
impact from the street. 


Ms. Heagy reviewed the materials proposed for the roof, siding, porch, windows, and doors, noting that 
the materials proposed are modern but complementary to the existing materials. The Guidelines 
acknowledge that rear porches tend to be utilitarian, and the proposed location of this porch will limit its 
visibility and visual impact on the District. While not generally appropriate in the District, the form and 
materials proposed are appropriate to this addition and the use of vinyl and steel will have no visual 
impact in this case. 


Ms. Heagy noted that the applicant proposes a low cinder block foundation for both the addition and the 
porch. Under the Guidelines, cinder block is specifically noted as an inappropriate material and should 
be avoided; therefore, staff recommends that the proposed block foundation be faced in red brick to 
match the existing materials. 


In conclusion, Ms. Heagy stated the proposed rear addition and screened porch at 230 Pinner Street will 
utilize a design and materials that are complementary to the existing structure and will not have a 
detrimental effect on the contributing resource or the District as a whole. As such, staff recommends 
approval with the conditions noted in the staff report. 


The public hearing was opened and Mr. Amos Riddick, owner and applicant, spoke in favor of the 
application. There being no other speakers, the public hearing was closed. 


Chairman Hobbs asked for discussion from the Commissioners. Commissioner Riddick stated his belief 
that doing this work would be an enhancement to the property and made a motion to approve staff’s 


recommendation as presented. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Turner and approved by a 
recorded vote of 7-0. 


Request for Certificate of Appropriateness HILC2018-00037, submitted by Jeffrey Townsend, 
property owner, for a covered patio addition and signage at property located at 178 East 
Washington Street. The property is further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block (6), Parcel 5, 
Suffolk Voting Borough, zoned CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District. 


The second public hearing item was introduced by Chairman Hobbs, followed by a staff report from 
Kevin Wyne, Principal Planner. Mr. Wyne stated the after-the-fact application is for exterior alterations 
to include the installation of a rear covered patio and signage at property located at 178 East Washington 
Street. The subject property is located on East Washington Street between Commerce and Franklin 
Streets, making it a part of the 2002 East Washington Street Historic District of the Suffolk Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. According to the National Register of Historic Places Inventory, the most 
common building form noted in this district is brick-fronted Italianate or Vernacular style commercial 
structures. These commercial structures usually include large show windows and flat roofs, many of 
which have ornate parapets or central recessed entranceways. 


Mr. Wyne stated that the subject property is a contributing one-story commercial building that was 
constructed between 1926 and 1940. This building is described as having a stretcher bond brick 
structural system and a flat roof with simple parapet. The applicant is seeking after-the-fact approval for 
the installation of a 55 square foot internally illuminated sign on the front of the building, a 2 % square 
foot window sign on the front entry door of the building, a 6 square foot window sign, and an 8 4 square 
foot window sign on the display windows on the front of the building, a 2 % square foot window sign at 
the rear of the building, and a 418 square foot unpainted wood covered patio on the rear of the building. 


Mr. Wyne noted that two notices of violation were issued for this property, one for the signs and one for 
the installation of a covered patio. He added that, in addition to the required COA, the applicant did not 
file the required building permit or sign permit applications for these features. Additionally, the property 
has received two additional COAs for exterior work from the HLC, both in 2017. Some of the approved 
changes included storefront improvements and the replacement of rear windows and a rear door. 


Mr. Wyne reviewed the relevant Historic District Design Guidelines on signage, noting that internal 
illumination is not permitted. The 55 square foot sign that has been constructed above the front entrance 
cannot be permitted, as it is internally illuminated. Additionally, this sign consists of a vinyl/plastic 
material, which the Guidelines state is not to be used. Mr. Wyne also noted that Guidelines allow only 
one foot of sign area per two feet of linear building frontage. In this case, 178 East Washington Street 
has approximately 24 feet of frontage on East Washington Street, meaning the structure has 12 square 
feet of allowable wall sign area. The 55 square foot sign significantly exceeds the wall sign allowance 
for the structure. 


It is important to note that a sign located on a building immediately adjacent to the one in question and 
owned by the applicant, contains a nonconforming sign that is similar in size, material, and scale to the 
large internally illuminated sign the applicant is requesting to keep on the front of the building through 


this after-the-fact application. This non-conforming sign predates the East Washington expansion of the 
Suffolk Historic District and is grandfathered. It could not be approved under current regulations. 


The applicant has installed two (2) separate, two and a half (2 %) square foot window signs on the front 
and rear entry doors respectively. Additionally, the applicant has installed one six (6) square foot sign 
and one eight and a quarter (8 4) square foot window sign on the front elevation display windows. The 
window signs that have been installed are comprised of acrylic and are of colors that would comply with 
the approved color palette; however, window signs are limited to 10 percent of total window area. In this 
case, according to information provided by the applicant, the building has a combined display window 
area of approximately 61 square feet. As such, the building is limited to 6.1 square feet of window 
signage. The currently installed signage exceeds this amount. Staff recommends that the applicant apply 
for new signs that comply with all applicable regulations. 


The last component of this request includes the after-the-fact approval of a 19’ x 22’ covered patio that 
has been constructed at the rear of the building of pressure treated, unpainted wood. The structure 
includes a flat TPO (Thermoplastic Polyolefin) membrane roof that is not visible from the public right- 
of-way. Additionally, the covered patio has a white metal gutter and downspout. The rear elevation does 
not have any public street frontage; however, it does abut a City owned parking lot and is visible from 
Franklin Street, which is located approximately 80’ from where the covered patio has been constructed. 


Chapter 1, Section F. of The Historic District Design Guidelines state that, “Additions and alterations to 
buildings require careful design in order to preserve and strengthen the character of the district.” 
Specifically, attention should be given to what types of materials are used on additions to ensure that 
they are compatible with the traditional materials of which historic buildings are composed. Mercantile 
buildings in the district primarily consist of brick structures with wood trim and metal accents. While 
wood is an appropriate accent, it should not be a primary building material on commercial buildings, as 
is the case with the covered patio that has been constructed. Additionally, Chapter 4, Section F.2.b. of 
the Guidelines state that wood features in the historic district should be kept primed and painted, which 
the covered patio is not. Furthermore, the unpainted pressure treated wood used is typical of more 
modern, suburban residential construction and is inappropriate on contributing commercial structures. A 
combination of brick and metal with creative cover options, such as shade sails or other cloth materials, 
would be more appropriate to create a covered patio area. Mr. Wyne noted some examples of 
appropriate covered or enclosed patios throughout the District. 


In conclusion, Mr. Wyne stated that, based on the previous findings-of-fact as noted in staff’s report, 
staff recommends denial of the after-the-fact request. 


The public hearing was opened and Mr. Jeffrey Townsend, owner and applicant, spoke in favor of the 
items he has already installed, noting the similarities of the signs to the ones he used next door and 
expressing concerns over the cost to replace them. 


The Commissioners inquired about the need to get permits for signs and whether the applicant knew he 
needed them. Staff noted that an application was filed for the neighboring sign in 2011, which allowed it 
to be refaced using the existing sign frame but was not to be internally illuminated. Commissioner 
Riddick asked staff to confirm that none of the signage on the subject property is appropriate or 


grandfathered, and that appropriate signage has not been requested. Ms. Jones clarified that the signs on 
the subject property are new and that the one that was grandfathered and refaced is next door. 


The Commission also discussed the covered patio and whether it could be made more compliant with 
the Guidelines. Following this discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Darden to deny the 
application as recommended by staff. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Riddick and 
approved by a recorded vote of 7-0. 


OLD BUSINESS: 


Ms. Jones informed the HLC that a notice of an appeal was received in regard to Certificate of 
Appropriateness HLC2018-00031 for 119-125 East Washington Street. They are appealing the 
requirement to use vinyl clad windows in a sunroom on the second floor and on the west and south 
elevations. They are not appealing the front windows which they agreed to retain. They are also 
disagreeing with the interpretation of material requirements in the Guidelines. Ms. Jones stated that the 
appeal is expected to be scheduled for the December 5, 2018, City Council meeting. 


STAFF REPORTS: 


Enforcement Update: 
Donald Bennett, Property Maintenance Official, reported on the following properties: 


124 W. Finney Avenue — NOV issued 

134 W. Washington Street — Court case dismissed, owner in compliance 
118 Pinner Street — Fined $900.00 

342 N. Main Street — NOV issued 

113 St. James Avenue — NOV issued 


Zoning Update: 
Frederick Sample, Assistant Zoning Administrator, reported on the following properties: 


e 131 Clay Street — Scheduled for court 12/6/2018 

e 178 E. Washington Street — Court case extended to 12/6/2018 
e 178 E. Washington Street — Court case extended to 12/6/2018 
© 217 Pearl Street — NOV issued 10/4/2018 


Administrative Approvals: 
Ms. Jones provided a brief report on the five administrative COAs approved since the last HLC meeting 


in October and noted that copies of each were provided in the meeting packet. 


There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned. 


HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION 


Motion: 


To approve with staff 
recommendations as 
presented 


Motion: 


To approve with staff 
recommendations as 
presented 


1°: Riddick 1: Darden 
nd, id. p; 2 
November 8, 2018 2™°; Turner 2°; Riddick 
SENDANGE HLC2018-25 HLC2018-37 
VOTE: 7-0 VOTE: 7-0 
COMMISSIONERS 
PRESENT ABSENT YES NO YES NO 

Coley, Susan M. xX x xX 
Darden, Mary Austin, Vice xX x x 
Chairman 

Draper, Merritt x x x 
Hobbs, Oliver, Chairman x x x 
King, Edward L. x XxX Xx 
Riddick, Larry x x x 
Turner, Vivian xX xX xX 


CITY OF SUFFOLK 


442 W. WASHINGTON STREET, P.O. BOX 1858, SUFFOLK, VIRGINIA 23439-1858 
PHONE: (757) 514-4060 FAX: (757) 514-4099 


DEPARTMENT OF 
PLANNING & COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 


Division of Planning 


To: Historic Landmarks Commission 

From: Grace Heagy, Planner I 

Date: February 14, 2019 

Subject: REQUEST FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS HLC2019- 


00001, submitted by Gerry L. Jones, applicant, on behalf of the City of Suffolk, 
property owner, for demolition of a commercial building and associated site 
improvements on property located at 108 Commerce Street. The property is 
further identified as Zoning Map 34G18, Block A, Parcels 239, 240, 241*241A, 
242, and 243, zoned CBD, Central Business District and HC, Historic 
Conservation Overlay District. 


STAFF REPORT 


Overview of the Subject Property and Surrounding Area 


The subject property is located at 108 Commerce Street within the East Washington Street 
District (2002) of the Suffolk Historic Conservation Overlay District. According to the National 
Register of Historic Places-Inventory Nomination Form, the 2002 boundary expansion to the 
Suffolk Historic District is a continuous area encompassing a large number of commercial 
buildings dating from the early 20" Century, small enclaves of residential buildings, several 
warehouses, banks, service stations, two depots, and one courthouse. Commercial, industrial, and 
transportation-related buildings surround the residential neighborhoods. The most common 
building form noted in this area is brick-fronted Italianate or Vernacular style commercial 
structures. 


According to the National Register of Historic Places-Inventory Nomination Form, the subject 
property features a non-contributing commercial structure built between 1999 and 2000; 
however, the Assessor’s office records indicates that it was built earlier. It consists of a solid 
poured concrete foundation and has a wood frame structural system with stucco. The | story 
commercial structure features a side gable roof clad with asphalt shingle. 
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The subject property formerly served as the Office of Real Estate Assessor for the City of 
Suffolk, which was relocated to the Suffolk City Hall at 442 West Washington Street in 2014. 
The non-contributing commercial structure is located behind a row of early 20" century 
commercial buildings and is largely surrounded by parking lots that can be accessed from either 
Commerce Street or Franklin Street. 


Public Notice 


Public notice of this meeting was published in the newspaper and notices were mailed to 
adjacent property owners. 


Proposed Action 


The applicant’s request consists of the following actions: 

1. Demolish the existing non-contributing, 4,686 square foot, single story structure. 

2. Remove existing curb closest to the north-west corner of the building and the retaining 
wall closest to the east side of the building. 

3. Expand the existing parking lot in entire area of demolition to accommodate additional 
parking spaces. 

4. Reconfigure existing parking spaces in the northern and southern corner of parking lot 
along Franklin Street. 

5. Installation of six (6) new light fixtures within the parking lot. 

6. Install landscaping within the parking lot. 


Condition Statement 


The application included a hazardous materials inspection report, submitted by Applied 
Laboratory Services. The report was conducted to investigate the overall condition of the 
building in regard to hazardous materials. The report states that no suspect asbestos containing 
materials were identified in the building that would affect the proposed demolition process, and 
that there was no lead-based paint detected on the painted surfaces. 


Surrounding Characteristics 

The surrounding properties consist of contributing commercial and residential buildings 
constructed in the late 1800’s and early 1900’s. The subject property at 108 Commerce Street sits 
at the edge of the 2002 East Washington Street District, adjacent to the original 1987 Suffolk 
Historic District. 


100 Commerce Street - Contributing 1-story commercial building, circa 1926-1940. 


174 East Washington Street- Contributing 1-story commercial building, circa 1926-1940. 


178 East Washington Street- Contributing 1-story commercial building, circa 1926-1940. 


180 East Washington Street- Contributing 2-story commercial building, circa 1920-1925 
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86 East Washington Street- Contributing |-story, commercial building, circa 1926-1940. 


88 East Washington Street- Contributing 2-story, Colonial Revival style, commercial 


building, circa 1920. 
30 Commerce Street- Non-contributing 1-story commercial building, circa 1964. 
33 Bank Street- Contributing 2-story, Vernacular, residential structure, circa 1875. 
37 Bank Street- Contributing 3-story, Second Empire, residential structure, circa 1880. 
12 Franklin Street- Contributing 2-story, Vernacular, residential structure, circa 1890. 
14 Franklin Street- Contributing 2-story, Queen Anne, residential structure, circa 1890. 


16 Franklin Street- Contributing 2-story, Italianate, residential structure, circa 1882. 


Applicable Regulations and Analysis 


A. Suffolk Downtown Master Plan 


1. 


Chapter 3 Master Plan, Section Redevelopment Opportunities, The Courthouse 
Site — Festival & Market Square: The courthouse parking lot is well positioned to 
be a potential location for community events. This site has the greatest potential to 
become a new event venue and offer the infrastructure — a market shed, stage, 
bathrooms, and storage — that can be used to incubate new retail, new events and 
become the city’s home for providing entertainment and activates downtown. The 
Judge/Sheriff parking would experience no changes, while the remainder of the 
parking would experience a loss of 40 spaces. The concept explores demolishing 
the former Real Estate Assessor’s building across Commerce Street, which would 
help regain any lost spaces. 


Chapter 3 Master Plan, Section Redevelopment Opportunities, The Courthouse 
Site — Festival & Market Square, Festival & Market Square Program: 


(D) New parking area (removal of the former Real Estate Assessor’s building) 


B. Unified Development Ordinance (UDO) 


1 


Section 31-413(g)(7), Approval of Major Action by the HLC 
(i) Razing, demolishing or moving of a designated landmark or contributing 
building or accessory. 


C. Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines 
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1. Chapter 1, Section E, Categories of Significance with the Historic Conservation 
Overlay District, Contributing Structures: Historic or non-historic structures 
contribute to the overall historic character of the historic district through the 
compatibility of their design, character, scale, material, and detailing. They are 
not, however, significant enough to be designated as landmarks. 


2: Chapter 8, Section A., Background: Historic buildings are irreplaceable 
community assets and once they are gone, they are gone forever. With each 
succeeding demolition or removal, the integrity and character of the district is 
further eroded. Often the new structure is seldom an attribute to the historic 
character of the district. Furthermore, if an historic building is moved to a site that 
is very different from its original site, it could face increased threats to its 
integrity. Consequently, since the action of demolition or removal of an historic 
structure cannot be reversed, the decision must be carefully considered and all 
alternatives explored. 


3. Chapter 8, Section C., Guidelines for the Consideration of Demolishing or 
Moving Buildings: 


e Is the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to 
the character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 

e Is the structure of historical significance? 

e Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with 
great difficulty and expense? 

e Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion thereof, a preferable 
alternative to demolition? 

e Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other 
historic buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 

e Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


Staff Analysis 


The structure in question is a one story commercial style office building which measures 
approximately 4,686 square feet in size. As outlined above, the commercial building is noted on 
the 2002 East Washington Street District’s nomination form as dating from 1999-2000; however, 
city data lists the date of construction as 1961. At the time of nomination, it would not have been 
contributing based on age, but it would be considered contributing based on age today. The 
nomination form notes that the non-contributing structures in the area lack stylistic 
characteristics, as is the case with the subject building. Based on the design, features, and 
materials, it has been determined that the structure does not contribute to the architectural 
character or integrity of the District. 


As mentioned in Chapter 8, Section A. of the Suffolk Historic District Design Guidelines, 
“Historic buildings are irreplaceable community assets and once they are gone, they are gone 
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forever. With each succeeding demolition or removal, the integrity and character of the District 
is further eroded.” It is also important to look at the character of the neighborhood and/or block 
in question. As such, the property in question is located on the back side of a strip of 
contributing commercial structures along East Washington Street that date from the early to mid- 
20" century. While the adjacent structures are generally vernacular with limited ornamentation, 
they are a cohesive group of similar size and scale that present a unified block face. The later 
Assessor’s building is not compatible due to its proximity to the rear of these buildings, which 
impedes access, and to its gable roof, which makes it appear out of scale with its neighbors. The 
subject building fronts on Commerce Street, adjacent to a rear parking lot that provides parking 
for a courthouse and retail businesses along North Main Street. The contributing residential 
properties facing the lot along Franklin Street are located within the Original Suffolk District and 
consist of Italianate-style houses. The properties at 114 and 116 Franklin Street are some of the 
oldest homes constructed along Franklin Street. It can be determined that the Assessors building 
was not a key feature to the neighborhood during the period of significance, and the demolition 
of the building should have little to no impact on the neighborhood. 


Chapter 8, Section C. provides a series of criteria in regards to the consideration of demolishing 
or moving contributing structures. Below, please find the criteria that apply to this specific case: 


e Ts the structure of architectural significance? Does the building contribute to 
the character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


The primary structure itself is not architecturally significant and includes no 
architectural details or discernable style. The structure is fairly modest in size 
and scale, and does not date from the period of significance for the 
surrounding Districts. 


e Is the structure of historical significance? 


The structure is not associated with any historically significant purpose, event, 
or person. 


e Is the building or structure of such old or uncommon design, texture or scarce 
material that it could not be reproduced or could be reproduced only with 
great difficulty and expense? 


As mentioned above, the commercial building is fairly modest from an 
architectural standpoint and could be easily reproduced utilizing like 
materials. The primary materials include a wood frame, stucco, and an asphalt 
roof, all of which are readily available materials. Furthermore, the commercial 
building represents a common building style that would have been frequently 
observed at its time of construction. 


e Is the relocation of the building or structure, or a portion, thereof, preferable 
alteration to demolition? 
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The structure is a non-contributing commercial building and does not include 
any features or history that should be preserved through relocation. 


e¢ Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect other 
historic buildings located within the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


The proposed demolition would not affect other historic buildings that are 
located in the area. The non-contributing structure is located behind a strip of 
contributing commercial structures and adjacent to a rear parking lot. It is 
visible to the contributing residential structures on Franklin Street but is not 
architecturally compatible with their period of significance. 


e Would the proposed moving or demolition potentially adversely affect the 
character of the Historic Conservation Overlay District? 


The proposed demolition of the structure is projected to have a minimal 
impact on the District as a whole due to the fact that the structure lacks any 
architectural features or historical significance that enhances the District. 


In addition to the more specific questions contained within the Guidelines above, more general 
questions relate to the feasibility of relocating the building elsewhere in the District and the 
potential impact of the building’s demolition on other historic structures in the District as well as 
its impact on the District as a whole. Due to the prior use of the building relocating to another 
place and the fact that the structure itself is not architecturally or historically significant, its 
demolition would have little to no impact on the character of the District. 


The applicant also proposes to improve the existing parking lot with additional spaces, new 
lighting, and landscaping. The demolition of the old Assessor’s building and the expansion and 
improvement of the parking lot is recommended as part of the Suffolk Downtown Master Plan’s 
proposed Festival & Market Square to help regain any spaces that may be lost in the Courthouse 
parking lot. Additionally, the proposed enhancements to the surrounding parking lot will provide 
additional lighting and landscaping that is compatible with existing fixtures in the District, and 
will improve the overall environment in the area. 


Summary and Recommendations 


After evaluation, staff believes that the criteria of the Historic District Design Guidelines can be 
met based on the above findings-of-fact and the conditions outlined below. Therefore, staff 
recommends approval of the following actions and conditions in regard to HLC2019-00001: 


1. Demolish the existing non-contributing, 4,686 square foot, single story structure. Dispose 
of all debris properly. 


2. Remove existing curb closest to the north-west corner of the building and the retaining 
wall closest to the east side of the building. 
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3. 


Expand the existing parking lot in entire area of demolition to accommodate additional 
parking spaces as shown on the proposed site plan. Pave area with asphalt. 


Installation of six (6) light fixtures as shown in the proposed image. 


Install landscaping within the parking lot. All landscaping must comply with Section 31- 
603 of the Unified Development Ordinance. 


Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 
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Property Maintenance Code Enforcement Update 


ADDRESS 


February 2019 


CODE VIOLATION(S) 


STATUS 


120 W FINNEY AVE 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

~ PEELING AND FLAKING PAINT 

- DETERIORATED FENCE 

- DETERIORATED MASONRY 
SURFACES 


REINSPECTION SCHEDULE ON 
2-15-19 


122 W. WASHINGTON ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED CANOPY 


118 PINNER ST 


COURT CASE DISMISSED ON 
3-7-19 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
WALLS 

-DETERIORATED FOUNDATION 
-DETERIORATED ROOF SYSTEM 
-DETERIORATED FRONT PORCH 
~DETERIORATED WINDOWS 


FINED $1,350.00 ON 1-3-19 


342 N MAIN ST 


131 CLAY ST 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 
-DETERIORATED OVERHANG 
-DETERIORATED ROOF 


PROPERTY MAINTENANCE 

- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
WALLS 

- DETERIORATED EXTERIOR 
OOoORS 

-DETERIORATED FRONT PORCH 
-DETERIORATED ROOF 


COURT CASE SCHEOLUE TO BE 
HEARD ON 3-7-19 


COURT CASE WILL BE 
CONTINUED UNTIL 4-4-19 


Zoning 
Case Activity Report 


February 2019 
PROPERTY OWNER(S) LOCATION VIOLATION(S) JUDGEMENT | INSPECTOR 
Gregory Mitchell 131 Clay St eon Installed roof withino Fined $200 | Matt 
. Window signs and window tint, Court 
Jeffrey Townsend 178 E. Washington St no COA 21712019 Matt 
. err Court 
Jeffrey Townsend 178 E. Washington St | Covered patio without COA Pp ; Matt 
ending 
Shore Breeze, LLC 
c/o LaShawn 216 Grace St Exceeding Scope of COA Bene ene Matt 


Howard 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2018-00042 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the 
requirements of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 102 Western Ave. 

Property Owner: Ralph Howell 

Property Owner’s Address: 102 Western Ave. 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11(1)*1 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Replace the existing white PVC membrane roof, which is not visible to the right 
of way, with a white .060 PVC membrane roof. 


2. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


3. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


Signed: TOonna Columasrv Signed: Ceufh 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 
Date: H-G-18 _ Date: “fa Ag 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00043 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


| 

This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the 
requirements of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 

Property Address: 520 W. Washington Street 

Property Owner: Harry Cross 

Property Owner’s Address: 1707 N. Main Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G16(A)*8 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay 

District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Repaint the existing doors and shutters with Tucker House Gray (CW720), or 
equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 


2. Repaint the existing siding of the house with Renwick Heather (SW 2818), or | 
equivalent from the approved Victorian Sherwin Williams color palette. 


3. Repaint the existing door frame, window frames, porch, and rail facings with 
Williamsburg Courthouse White (CW714), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 


4. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


Signed: _ Ll a 
(HLC Secretary) 


Date: lL rtf {B 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLC2018-00044 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the signs located at the following location have met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 

Property Address: 330 N. Main Street 

Property Owner: City of Suffolk 

Property Owner’s Address: 442 W. Washington Street, Suffolk, VA 23434 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11*X 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Installation of one (1) bike repair station, five (5) feet in height, and one (1) air pump, three 
(3) feet in height, to be installed on a concrete pad (6’ X 6’) located beside the existing bike 
rack, 


2. The bike repair station and air pump will be painted with a black powder coated finish. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE, 


i 


signet: LOonnd Colman simet_CiGep_ 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 


Date: 1-29-18 Date: AY ALY 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 


Application Number: HLLC2018-00045 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the 
requirements of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 102 S. Broad Street 

Property Owner: Vicki Russo 

| Property Owner’s Address: 102 S. Broad Street 

| Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G16(6)A*3 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Replace the existing metal shingle main roof with an aluminum shingle roof with 
like finish and orientation. 

2. Replace the existing standing seam metal porch roof with a standing seam metal 
roof with like finish and orientation. 

3. The main aluminum shingle roof and porch standing seam roof will consist of the 
color Benjamin Powell House Red (CW108), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 

4. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

5. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


| Signed: . Acnna Coleman Signed:__(2Q.c1 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Sé¢cretary) 


Date: ID=tn= 18 Date: __ / 2/35 / 1 f_ 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00046 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the 
requirements of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 218 Pinner Street 

Property Owner: Joyce Harper 

Property Owner’s Address: 218 Pinner Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G19(A)*26 

Property Zoning: RM, Residential Medium Density, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 

! 

1, Construct a 14’7” X 9” wall to enclose the southern section of the existing | 
carport, and construct a 9’7” X 9’ wall to partially enclose the eastern side of the 
existing carport. The remainder of the carport is to remain open. | 

2. The two constructed walls shall consist of HardiePlank or equivalent material, | 
with the color Outside White (CW712), or equivalent from the approved 
Williamsburg Color Collection. 

3. Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

4. All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


re 
a 


sines: Oona Colesnar Signea__ (gf ——__ 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 


Date: faa (BSS: Date: (Aa lel i 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 


GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2018-00048 


THI TFICATE MUST BE TED INA TIO 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 112 St. James Avenue 

Property Owner: Lee Cross 

Property Owner’s Address: 1707 North Main Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: Zoning Map 34G17(A), Parcels 248 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Construct a wooden staircase and 5’ X 4° platform, to the entrance of the second story 
porch on the back of the property, which is not visible from the public right of way. 


2. Remove part of lattice to accommodate an entrance from the stairs to the porch on the back | 


of the property. 
3. Replace only rotten sections of the lattice with like materials, and repaint the lattice with 


Williamsburg Courthouse White (CW714), or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg | 


Color Collection 

4. Repaint existing white gutters and trim with Williamsburg Courthouse White (CW714), or 
equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color Collection. 

5. Install wood beadboard on the front porch ceiling, to be painted with Williamsburg 
Courthouse White (CW714), or equivalent from the approved Williamsburg Color 
Collection. 

6. Repoint existing brick front steps to match existing. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST | 


COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


fr 4 
Signed: Oo; eal { Lonny) Signed:__@ Lau, =" 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Sécretary) 
Date: 19-90-18 Date: a/i9 xe 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIAYENESS 


Application Number: HLC2019-00002 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the 
requirements of Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 112 Mahan Street 

Property Owner: Steven Blunt 

Property Owner’s Address: 112 Mahan Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: 34G11(A)*98THRU 109* 126* 127* 128 
Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation 
Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Install a concrete sidewalk from the existing building to the new building as 
shown on the approved site plan. 


2. Improve existing concrete slab approximately 5’ X 15’ in size, and install a 5° 
X 5° stoop with a 6” step outside of the existing building door. 


3. Replace the existing concrete sidewalk, outside of the new building with like 
material as shown on the approved site plan. 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


sienea:_ [Oona Colornaru Signed:__C¢2u0 


(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Sécretary) 
Date: d-| Sil gq Date: af, La 


HISTORIC CONSERVATION OVERLAY DISTRICT 
GENERAL CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 
Application Number: HLC2019-00003 


THIS CERTIFICATE MUST BE POSTED IN A VISIBLE LOCATION 
ON THE PREMISES 


This is to certify that the structure located at the following location has met the requirements of 
Section 31-413(f)(1) of the Unified Development Ordinance: 


Property Address: 133 Bank Strect 

Property Owner: Odile Baderspach 

Property Owner’s Address: 208 Grace Street 

Property Zoning Map Identification: Zoning Map 34G18(A), Parcels 245 

Property Zoning: CBD, Central Business District, and HC, Historic Conservation Overlay District 


The following actions/conditions are approved: 


1. Installation of a new decorative wooden fence in the west side yard as shown in the 
approved attachment. The fence shall be stained in a chestnut color. 

2. Fence shall be 3 ¥% feet in height, fifty percent open, and shall consist of square wood slats. 
A 3 foot wide swing gate shall be installed to match the fence. 

3. The decorative (finished) side of the fence shall face the street. 

4. Installation of a red camellia bush, at least 4 feet in height at the time of planting, to be 
placed in front of the proposed fence to accompany an existing red camellia bush that will 
remain in the area in front of the proposed fenced. 

5. Installation of mechanical compressors and an electric meter box adjacent to the west 

facade as shown. The equipment shall be screened from the public right-of-way by the 

constructed fence and new red camellia bush. 

Any additional improvements shall require a Certificate of Appropriateness. 

All required permits shall be obtained from the City of Suffolk. 


pies 


THIS CERTIFICATE IS VALID FOR SIX (6) MONTHS. THE APPROVED ACTION(S) MUST 
COMMENCE WITHIN SIX (6) MONTHS, OTHERWISE A REQUEST FOR AN EXTENSION 
MUST BE GRANTED BY THE HISTORIC LANDMARKS COMMISSION OR THE 
ADMINISTRATOR BEFORE SUCH ACTION CAN COMMENCE. 


Signed: _ [(O.Cokbman Sioned ee Canf— 
(Zoning Administrator) (HLC Secretary) 
Date: __ [-2U ~1G Date: \/ ay [19 


